PUBLIC POLICY                           5;:
The principle followed thus far as basis of the inter-
nationalistic conception^ ought to be reversed by applying
the logically opposed nationalistic conception. This applica-
tion purports to consider the problem of the clause of reser-
vation or of public order, as a problem of Interpretation.
The foreign law may be enforced as special internal law in
the cases of international nature^ provided that it can be
assumed that the legislator has intended its                      as
such. . . . Where such application cannot be founded upon
the most probable intention of the legislator, automatically
the Internal common law re-enters into force, that is5 the
territorial law.22
In the first place, the assertion seems legitimate that . . .
the limitation by public order constitutes in a certain sense
a part of every rule of private international law. In ever}'
conflicts rule a clause must be considered implied to the
effect that.. . foreign rules are referred to only to the extent
that the insertion of such rules into the internal legal order
does not disturb the harmony of its system.23
Recently, such a voice has been heard in this country. Nuss-
baum encourages the courts to a more uninhibited use of the
public policy doctrine on the ground of local conceptions of
the conflict of laws. In his opinion, the tendencies against
public policy were caused by "liberal" and international-
minded illusions and still more by "dogmatic" preferences/4
To quote:
". . . in the question of ^public policy,7 obnoxious
this concept may appear from the cosmopolitan point of
view, the latter would practically lead to the weakening of a
country's position vis-a-vis of foreign powers?'25
"English and American courts ... are most hesitant to
22 PACCHIONI, Element! 207-208.
23 AGO, Teoria 319-320*
24 NUSSBAUM, "Rise and Decline of tie Law-of-Natiozis Doctrine in the Con-
flict of Laws," 42 Col. L. Rev. (1942)  189 at 198 and In his other
cited id. 196.
25 NUSSBAUM, op. dt. preceding note at 200.